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ro  CEDE  PART  OF  NEW  MEXICO  TO  TEXAS.  TO  EXTEND  THE  MISSOURI  COM¬ 
PROMISE.  AND  TO  PAY  TEN  MILLIONS  TO  TEXAS  BOND-HOLDERS. 


Delivered  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  August  15,  1850. 


The  House  being  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
n  the  state  of  the  Union,  on  Mr.  Pearce’s  bill 
rom  the  Senate — 

Mr.  SACKETT  said: 

Mr.  Chairman  :  A  bill  has  been  sent  to  us  from 
te  other  end  of  the  Capitol,  for  our  consideration, 
f  which  the  following  is  the  title  : 

“A  bill  proposing  to  Texas  the  establishment  of  her 
orthern  and  western  boundaries,  the  relinquishment  by 
ud  State  of  all  territory  claimed  by  her  exterior  to  said 
lundaries,  and  of  all  her  claims  upon  the  United  States.” 

Sir,  this  is  not  the  true  title  of  such  a  bill.  It 
oes  not  state  truly  its  purposes  and  objects.  It 
yes  a  false  impression,  and  is  well  calculated  to 
-ceive.  It  indicates  its  nominal,  not  its  real  pur¬ 
ges.  I  propose  to  give  to  this  bill  a  true  title — 
ich  a  title  as  we  all  can  understand — a  title  that 
ill  convey  to  the  country  the  genuine  character  of 
le  measure — as  shall  strip  it  of  all  disguises,  and 
•esent  it  in  its  true  colors.  Sir,  the  title” I  propose 
•  substitute  for  the  false  and  hypocritical  one  it 
3W  bears  is  this : 

‘■A bill  to  convert  fifty-six  thousand  square  miles 

■  free  territory  into  slaye  territory— to  declare  the 
o  Grande  the  western  boundary  of  Texas— to  extend  the 
ssouri  compromise  line  west  'one  hundred  and  eighty 
iles,  (with  a  view  to  its  extension  to  the  Pacific)— and  to 
r  the  people  of  the  United  States  ten  millions  for  the  ben- 
t  of  slavery.” 

This  title,  sir,  is  no  fraud  upon  the  provisions  of 
e  bill;  it  truly  expresses  what  is  reallv  designed  to 

■  accomplished  by  it.  It  is  true  that  the  bill,  in 
rms,  purports  to  settle  the  boundary  line  of  Texas  ; 
id  it  is  equally  true  that  it  does  not  settle  that  line 

it  really  is.  It  gives  a  line  to  Texas,  but  makes 
i  approaches  to  the  line  of  Texas.  There  is  not  an 
dividual  who  now  hears  me  that  believes  the  line 
36  deg.  30  min.  designated  by  this  bill  is  the  line 
that  State,  or  that  it  is  within  two  hundred  and 
ty  miles  of  that  line.  It  is  plain  that  the  bill  is 
t,  therefore,  as  is  stated  in  the  title,  a  bill  to  settle 
s  “  boundaries  ”  of  Texas,  but  to  make  a  line  for 
r  boundaries. 

In  this  point  of  view,  touching  the  question  of  the 
yment  of  ten  millions  proposed  by  the  bill,  as  well 
other  important  questions,  it  is  manifestly  of  the 
st  importance  to  ascertain  what  we  get  and  what 
'  give,  what  we  acquire  from  Texas  and  what  we 
mt  to  her.  For  I  take  it  for  granted  there  is  no 
tn  in  this  House  so  regardless  of  the  interests  of 
;  people  of  this  country  as  to  put  them  under  con¬ 
ation  for  ten  millions,  unless  for  just  considera- 
n. 

I - — - 

lluell  &  Blanchard,  Printers. 


Well,  sir,  I  start  with  the  proposition,  and  I  in¬ 
tend  to  prove  it,  that  the  United  States  do  not  get 
one  acre  by  this  bill  from  Texas,  to  which  she  has 
any  claim  whatever,  but,  on  the  contrary,  that  we 
thereby  absolutely  cede  to  that  State  fifty-six 

THOUSAND  SQUARE  MILES  OF  FREE  TERRITORY — be¬ 
ing  the  east  half  of  New  Mexico,  the  fee  simple  to 
more  than  thirty  milVon  acres  of  land  now  belonging 
to  the  General  Government,  together  with  all  the 
claims  the  nation  has  to  abouf  seventy  thousand 
square  miles  more,  between  the  Nueces  i  nd  the  Rio 
Grande,  and  the  State  of  Tamauiipas  besides. 

I  shall  first  endeavor  to  show,  that  no  part  of  the 
fifty-six  thousand  square  miles  ceded  by  this  bill 
ever  belonged  to  Texas,  was  ever  in  her  possession, 
or  subject  to  her  sovereignty  or  control.  This  part 
of  the  territory  ceded  is  a  section  of  country  bounded 
on  the  north  by  the  line  of  thirty-six  thirty;  on  the 
east  by  the  hundredth  parallel; 'on  the  south  by  a 
line  drawn  from  a  point  on  the  Rio  Grande  at  about 
the  thirty-second  parallel  north  latitude,  to  the  south¬ 
erly  sources  of  the  Colorado  at  about  the  thirty-sec¬ 
ond  degree,  and  then  to  the  hundredth  parallel  of 
longitude  at  the  southwest  bounds  of  the  United 
States  as  formerly  held ;  and  bounded  on  the  west 
by  the  one  hundred  and  third  degree  of  longitude, 
except  a  small  part  of  the  southwest  corner  whicli 
runs  to  the  Rio  Grande. 

Parts  of  this  country  have  been  settled  nearly  as 
long  as  any  portion  of  America,  longer  than  any  part 
of  the  United  States.  It  was  a  part  of  Mexico  up 
to  the  time  it  was  conquered  by  our  arms  in  1346. 
At  all  times  prior  to  that  period  it  had  been  a  part  of 
a  loyal  fetate  of  Mexico,  called  New  Mexico.  These 
facts  are  so  well  authenticated,  are  so  universally 
known  and  admitted,  they  require  no  authority  to 
sustain  them.  ^  If  proof  was  required,  our  own  acts 
and  the  acts  of  Texas  herself  are  abundantly  suffi¬ 
cient. 

After  the  conquest  of  New  3Iexico,  a  Provisional 
Government  was  organized  by  order  of  the  then 
Executive,  over  the  people  of  that  country,  by  Gen. 
Kearny,  in  command  of  our  conquering  army.  This 
Government  remained  in  full  force  during  the  war, 
and,  in  fact,  has  continued  ever  since,  maintaining 
all  the  ancient  rights  and  privileges  of  the  people 
there. 

The  northern  line  of  Texas  begins  at  a  point  near 
the  intersection  of  the  thirtieth  degree  of  north  lati¬ 
tude,  and  hundredth  degree  of  west  longitude,  and 
runs  from  thence  northeasterly  to  the  thirty-second 
degree,  and  thence  east  to  Louisiana.  The  westerly 
boundary  is  from  the  northwest  point  stated  on  a  line 
running  in  a  southeasterly  direction  tili  it  strikes  the 
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Nueces,  and  thence  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico.  It  will 
be  seen  by  this  that  Texas  does  not  touch  New 
Mexico  at  any  point,  unless  it  may  be  on  the  south¬ 
east  corner.  Tamaulipas  was  between  them  on  the 
northwest,  and  the  old  possessions  of  the  United 
States  come  as  far  west  as  any  past  of  Texas.  The 
strip  of  country  between  the  north  line  of  Texas  and 
the  south  line  of  the  United  States  east  of  the  one 
hundredth  parallel  was  and  still  is  unorganized  In¬ 
dian  territory.  I  will  cite  some  authorities  on  the 
boundaries  of  Texas. 

1st.  The  treaty  with  Mexico  and  the  map  an¬ 
nexed.  These  make  the  south  line  of  New  Mexico 
the  32d  degree;  and  a  part  of  New  Mexico  is  laid 
down  on  the  map  as  the  Santa  Fe  country — which  , 
is  but  a  part  of  New  Mexico,  and  contains  its  capital. 

Humboldt’s  map,  and  his  work  entitled  Hum¬ 
boldt’s  New  Spain.  This  (the  best  authority  given 
on  this  subject)  lays  down  the  line  as  I  have  stated 
it. 

Robinson’s  map  of  Missouri,  Louisiana  Territo¬ 
ries,  &c.  This  map  makes  the  north  line  on  the 
thirty-second  parallel. 

I  could  eite  numerous  more  authorities,  and  nu¬ 
merous  speeches  of  the  most  distinguished  men  ot 
our  country,  in  proof  of  the  substantial  correctness 
of  what  I  have  stated,  and  correctness  of  these  au¬ 
thorities — such  as  Mr.  Clay,  Mr.  Benton,  Mr.  Un¬ 
derwood,  Albert  Gallatin,  and  others.  But  it  is  un¬ 
necessary;  the  lact3  are  too  well  known  to  require 
further  evidence. 

Thus  we  see  where  the  southern  line  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  so  conquered  and  so  possessed,  has  been,  as  it 
were,  for  ages.  About  this  there  never  has  been 
any  dispute,  any  conflict  among  the  people  there. 
Both  portions  of  the  country,  north  and  south  of 
this  line,  have  been  settled  for  generations,  governed 
by  different  laws,  independent  of  each  other,  and  for 
a  long  time  separate  and  independent  States.  This 
was  the  New  Mexico  we  found,  we  conquered,  we 
have  possessed  ;  that  we  still  possess,  that  we  are 
bound  to  protect  by  the  express  terms  of  the  treaty 
with  Mexico— the  very  treaty  Texas  helped  to  ratify 
and  confirm.  By  the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty  the 
United  States  agree — 

“The  Mexicans  who,  in  the  territories  aforesaid,  shall 
not  preserve  the  character  of  citizens  of  the  Mexican  Re¬ 
public,  conformably  with  what  is  stipulated  in  the  preced¬ 
ing  article,  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  Union  of  the 
United  States,  and  be  admitted  at  the  proper  time  (to  be 
judged  of  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  Stares)  to  the  en¬ 
joyment  of  all  the  rights  of  citizens  of  the  United  States, 
according  to  the  principles  of  the  Constitution;  and  in 
the  mean  time  shall  be  maintained  and  protected  in  the 
free  enjoyment  of  their  liberty  and  property,  and  secured 
in  the  fiee  exercise  of  their  religion,  without  restriction.” 

I  have  now  shown  what  the  possession  of  the 
country  this  bill  proposes  to  give  to  Texas,  has  been, 
both  before  and  after  the  conquest.  I  now  come  to 
the  question  of  actual  title— title  aside  from  any  pre¬ 
sumption  arising  from  long  and  undisputed  occu¬ 
pancy. 

In  1835  the  Mexican  State  of  Texas  revolted  from 
Mexico,  and  after  a  successful  contest,  declared  her 
independence  of  the  mother  country.  I  here  intro¬ 
duce  the  manifesto  of  Texas,  made  when  she  revolt¬ 
ed,  to  show  that  it  was  Texas  alone  that  revolted  : 

Manifesto  of  Texas,  Nov.  7,  1S35. 

Extract.— “  That  Texas  is  no  lonzer  morally  or  legally 
bound  by  the  compact  of  Union. 

“  That  they  do  not  acknowledge  that  the  present  author¬ 
ities  of  the  present  nominal  Mexican  Republic  have  the 
right  to  govern  within  the  limits  of  Texas. 

“  That  they  will  not  cease  to  carry  on  war  against  the 
said  authorities  whilst  their  troops  are  within  the  limits 
of  Texas.” 

Tamaulipas  was  the  next  adjoining  State.  It  did 
not  revolt.  New  Mexico  was  the  next,  and  it  did 
not  revolt. 

The  existence  of  Texas  as  an  independent  Power 
was  acknowledged  by  several  of  the  Powers  of  the 
earth,  and  finally  by  us.  But  her  boundaries  with 


Mexico  were  not  only  never  settled,  but  Mexico 
never  acknowledged  her,  in  any  way,  as  an  inde¬ 
pendent  State.  Texas,  therefore,  never  took  any¬ 
thing  from  Mexico  by  implication  or  treaty.  As  a 
matter  of  sovereignty,  rights,  or  powers,  nothing 
ever  arose  to  Texas  out  of  her  revolt,  except  the 
power  to  maintain  her  sovereignty.  She  never  ex¬ 
isted  as  a  nation  as  against  Mexico,  by  acknowledg¬ 
ment.  She  was  to  her  a  revolted  province.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  is  plain  that  Texas  took  noth¬ 
ing  from  Mexico  that  she  did  not  govern — that  she 
did  not  subject  to  her  dominion.  What  remained 
in  obedience  to  Mexican  law  is  in  no  sense  hers. 
This  proposition  is  so  clear  il  requires  no  further 
illustration.  What,  then,  was  under  the  laws  of  Tex¬ 
as']  What  was  under  the  laws  of  Mexico?  Who 
claimed  to  be  the  subjects  of  Texas,  and  who  of 
Mexico  ?  When  we  have  truly  found  out  these 
facts,  the  whole  question  will  be  as  fully  settled  as 
the  law  of  nations  and  the  rights  of  sovereighty  can 
settle  it. 

Did  the  people  of  New  Mexico,  or  any  one  hu¬ 
man  being  beyond  the  line  of  Texas,  ever  for  one 
hour  acknowledge  Texan  authority?  There  is  not 
one  intelligent  man  North  or  South  who  believes 
any  such  thing.  That  all  New'  Mexico  lived  under 
Mexican  law  up  to  the  time  the  United  States  con¬ 
quered  it,  is  a  fact  as  well  known  as  that  the  people 
of  Pennsylvania  live  under  the  laws  of  that  State. 
We  sent  an  army  to  conquer  this  same  people,  and 
Texas  helped  do  it.  We  did  conquer  them,  and  we 
established  a  Government  over  them,  as  a  conquered 
people.  Did  wre  conquer  Texas?  Did  we  es¬ 
tablish  a  Government  over  Texas?  Was  this  the 
action  of  the  supporters  of  the  Mexican  war  and  oi 
the  administration  of  James  K.  Polk?  Such  a  po¬ 
sition  is  too  absurd  to  deceive  anybody.  _  Had  Tex¬ 
as  ever  pretended  to  exercise  authority  in  any  part 
of  this  country?  No;  she  never  had  an  officer 
within  hundreds  of  miles  of  the  nearest  settlement. 
There  is  not  a  settlement  in  Texas  within  hundreds 
of  miles  of  the  settlements  of  New  Mexico.  Sir 
except  on  two  occasions,  there  never  was  a  soldiet 
of  Texas  in  any  part  of  this  country  during  her  in¬ 
dependence,  and  those  occasions  were  in  1839  anc 
in  1841  ;  and  in  both  instances  the  expeditions  me 
with  a  total  defeat,  and  an  utter  annihilation  of  th< 
whole  force  sent.  Thus  began  and  thus  ended  al 
the  connection  Texas  ever  had  with  any  part  of  IN ew 
Mexico.  The  people  of  that  loyal  province  never  ai 
much  as  had  any  association  with  the  laws  or  peo 
pie  of  the  revolting  State.  They  ever  had  an  utte 
abhorrence  of  both.  They  have  l.ved  under  th* 
same  laws  since  Mexico  became  an  independen 
nation. 

There  is  another  item  of  evidence  I  will  product 
and  I  am  done  with  this  branch  of  subject.  In  183£ 
the  disaffected  of  the  Mexican  provinces  of  Taman 
lipas,  Coahuila,  Durango,  New  Mexico,  and  sue 
others  as  might  join  them,  attempted  to  form  an  in 
dependent  Republic,  to  be  called  the  Republic  ( 
the  Rio  Grande.  General  Canales  took  the  coni 
mand  of  this  movement,  and  was  elected  Presi 
dent  of  the  new  Republic,  in  which  capacity  he  er 
tered  into  an  agreement  with  the  Government  < 
Texas,  as  follows : 

1st.  The  President  of  the  Republic  of  the  Rio  Granc 
pledges  himself  to  declare  the  Republic  at  Rio  Grande,  an 
to  declare  and  establish  the  State  and  Constitution  of  182 
so  soon  as  he  shall  have  established  his  headquartei 
within  the  limits  of  the  territory  claimed  by  the  said  ft 
public. 

“2d.  That  the  Republic  of  the  R/o  Grande  shall,  imm 
diately  after  the  said  declaration  of  independence,  recognii 
the  independence  of  Texas. 

3d.  The  Republic  of  Texas  pledges  herself  to  aid  h 
federalists  of  the  Rio  Grande  in  her  struggle  for  indepen 
'  ence,  directly  her  independence  is  recognised  by  the  Repu 
lie  of  the  Rio  Grande.” 

Under  this  agreement,  Texas  co-operated  wi 
General  Canales,  who  took  possession  of  the  tow 
of  Laredo,  in  Tamaulipas,  which  he  held  for  a  she 


neriod  when  he  was  attacked  by  General  Ansta,  in 
command  of  a  Mexican  army,  and  2  1  ® Pof 

into  Texas.  Thus  began  and  ended  the  Republic 

*1  /a'nyS ng1  could  make  the  claim  of  Texas  to  this 
country  appear  more  ridiculous  than  it  now  does,, 
this  transaction  does  so.  Texas  was  then  an  mde 
pendent  Republic,  and  had  been  for  several  yearn. 
There  is  no  pretence  she  ever  acquired  any  territory 
after  her  independence ;  and  here  she  is  by  this  agree- 
ment  agreeing  to  aid  and  assist  a  revolt  of  this  same 
country  from  Mexico,  with  the  view  of  its  forming  a 
new  and  independent  Government ;  and  she  actual  } 
sent  her  forces  for  that  purpose.  This  was  even  aftei 
Texas  had  claimed,  on  paper— the  only  claim  she  ever 
made — all  the  countiy  between  her  and  the  United 

SN?im^arria^man  can  examine  these  facts,  and  fail 
,„»me  .Po  .he  conclusion  . ha,  Texas 
of  claim  to  any  part  of  this  country.  In  the  lesoiu 
tions  of  annexation,  the  United  States  carefully  gaiar^ 
ed  against  assuming  any  pretended  claim  of  Texas  to 
anv  territory  she  did  not  really  own,  and  over  v  men 
she  had  no7  control.  The  terms  of  the  resolutions 

are  as  follow  : 

“  Resolved ,  That  Congress  doth  consent  that,  the  territory 
properly  included  within,  and  rightfully  belonging  to,  thw 
Rcnublic  of  Texas,  may  be  erected  into  a  new  State, 

^  Revived  *  ’*  7  *  That  the  foregoing  conseffi^ 

.riven  upon  the  following  conditions :  1  *r®Fo 

State  is  to  be  formed  subject  to  the  adjustment  by  this  Go\- 

ernmentof  all  questions  of  boundary  with  ^  other  Govern- 

ments.” 

After  the  surrender  of  independent  sovereignty  on 
terms  like  these,  thus  leaving  it  exclusively  to  this 
Government  to  say  what  is  and  what  is  not  Texas, 
and  after  all  the  other  facts  I  have  stated,  it  is  diffi¬ 
cult  to  conceive  how  any  man  can  talk  of  the  claim 
of  that  State  to  New  Mexico  ;  how  any  man  can  vote 
to  surrender  more  than  thirty  millions  of  acres  of  our 
public  lands,  and  fifty-six  thousand  square  miles  of 
our  free  territory  into  slavery,  on  account  of  any  pre¬ 
tended  claim  of  Texas.  .  T- 

It  is  claimed,  on  the  part  of  Texas,  that  the  United 
States  conquered  New  Mexico  for  her  benefit  to  the 
extent  of  her  pretended  claim ;  that  whether  her 
claim  was  good  or  bad  as  against  Mexico,  after  the 
conquest  it  became  good  against  this  Government. 

4s  extraordinary  as  this  doctrine  may  appear,  m  the 
face  of  the  facts  and  of  the  resolutions  of  annexation 
it  is  strenuously  urged  by  the  advocates  of  Texas  and 
slavery  The  doctrine  is  no  more  nor  less  than  this : 
Texas  never  had  and  never  could  conquer  IN  ew  Mex¬ 
ico  The  United  States  could  and  did  conquer  n,  and 
after  they  had  done  so,  Texas  shall  have  the  right  to 
take  the  country  as  her  own,  because  she  had  once 
put  in  a  false  and  fabulous  claim  that  she  never  had 
any  power  to  enforce,  never  did  enforce,  never  had 
any  right  to  enforce.  Was  barefaced  impudence 
in  claiming  what  belongs  to  another  ever  more  ap- 

Pa Whatever  may  be  said  about  the  causes  of  the 
Mexican  war,  whether  it  arose-as  sta  ed  by  Presi¬ 
dent  Polk  in  his  message  to  Congress  of  8th  ot  Lie 
cember,  1846,  because  “  we  had  ample  cause  ot  war 
against  Mexico  long  befoie  the  bieaking  ou.  o  os 
t fifties  ******  causes  which  existed 
loner  before  the  annexation  of  Texas  to  the  American 
UnTon”— from  a  spirit  of  aggression,  or  to  maintain 
the  claim  of  Texas  to  the  country  between  the 
Nueces  and  Rio  Grande ;  whether  the  people  ot  this 
country  believe  these,  or  any  of  these  causes,  origi¬ 
nated  the  war  or  not ;  I  venture  the  assertion  theie 
is  not  a  citizen  of  the  Republic  who  believes  that  war 
was  be^un  or  carried  on  to  maintain  any  claim  oi 
Texas  to  New  Mexico.  The  thing  was  never  heard 
of.  California  and  Utah  were  as  much  conquered 
for  Texas  as  New  Mexico. 

1st.  Texas  never  had  possession,  or  the  right 
to  possession,  of  one  foot  of  that  country ;  never 


had  a  civil  officer  there,  nor  a  soldier,  except  to  be 
conquered,  defeated,  and  carried  into  captivity. 

2d.  The  whole  country  has  been  for  ages,  and 
is  now,  under  the  government  of  its  own  laYsAd®" 
rived  from  Mexico  and  from  our  provisional  Gov- 

dnmenLe  rpexag  were  weu  known  and  es¬ 

tablished  long  anterior  to  her  revolt  from  Mexico. 
They  never  ‘included  any  part  of  New  Mexico, 
or  of  the  fifty-six  thousand  square  miles  this  bill 

gives  awa^as  revolted ;  New  Mexico  never  did. 

Texas  became  independent;  New  Mexico  remaine 

a  loyal  State  of  Mexico.  ,  the 

5th.  The  United  Slates  conquered  anu  bought  the 

very  country  this  bill  cedes  to  Texa^. 

6th  The  United  States,  by  conquest  and  pur¬ 
chase  succeeded  to  all  the  rights,  titles,  possession, 
sovereignty,  and  control  of  Mexico,  over  every  part 
of  this  territory,  and  Texas  has  no  claim  theieto 

W  ^now  come  to  my  second  proposition,  that  this 
territory  is  now 

FREE  territory. 

It  is  hardly  necessary  to  spend  time  in  proof  of 
this  proposition.  It  is  so  universally  understood  .o 

well-established  in  the  public  mmd,  {^at  Unroot  in 
little  else  than  waste  of  time  to  offei  further  pvooti 
its  support.  I  shall,  therefore,  content  myself  by 
saying  that  all  this  country,  being  part  of  the  Mexi¬ 
can  Republic,  up  to  the  time  of  its  acquisition  by 
this  Government,  was  under  her  laws,  and  came  to 
us  subject  to  their  authority.  That  among  those 
laws  was  a  law  prohibiting  slavery  or  involuntary 
servitude— a  law  that  had  been  in  full .force sfor j  twenty 
years  Slavery  was  abolished  in  Mexico  in  1829, 
by  the  decree  of  the  Chief  Executive,  Guerrero,  which 
decree  was  affirmed  by  the  Mexican  Congress  in 
1837,  which  decree  and  act  of  Congress  were  as 

follow : 

MEXICO— TOTAL  ABOLITION  OP  SLAVERY. 

“The  President  of  the  Mexican  United  States  to  the  in¬ 
habitants  of  the  Republic,  greeting :  •  of 

u  Desiring  to  signalize  the  year  1829,  the  anmvers  y 
our  independence,  by  an  act  of  national  justice  and  benefi.- 
cence  that  may  turn  to  the  advancement  of  so  important  a 
result  ■  that  may  consolidate  more  and  more  public  tran- 
ouillity  •  that  may  co-operate  to  the  aggrandizement  of  the 
Renublic  and  return  to  an  unfortunate  portion  of  its  in¬ 
habitants  those  rights  which  they  hoid  from  nature,  and 
that  the  people  protect  bv  wise  and  equitable  law  s,  in  con 
formity  with  the  30th  article  ofthe  constitutive  act, 

U  Makino-  use  of  the  extraordinary  faculties  which  have 
been  granted  to  the  Executive,  I  thus  decree  : 

1st  Slavery  is  forever  abolished  in  the  Republic.  . 
2d  Consequently,  all  those  individuals  who  until  this 
dav  looked  upon  themselves  as  slaves  are  tree. 

“  When  the  financial  condition  of  the  Republic  admits, 
the  proprietors  of  slaves  shall  be  indemnified,  and  the  in¬ 
demnification  regulated  by  law. 

‘‘And  in  order  that  the  present  decree  may  have  its  full 
and  entire  execution,  I  order  it  to  be  printed,  pubhshe  , 
and  circulated  to  all  those  whose  obligation  it  is  .o  have  it 

fU‘‘fif]fven  in  the  Federal  Palace  of  Mexico,  on  the  15th  of 

Sentember  1829.  VINCENTE  GUERRERO. 

September,  i»^.  LAURENZO  DE  ZAVALA.” 


An  act  of  the  Mexican  Congress ,  abolishing  slavery. 

EXTRACT. 

“  Article  1.  Slavery,  without  any  exception,  is,  and 
shall  remain,  abolished  throughout  the  entire  Republic. 

“  Passed  April  5,  1837.” 

We  received  this  country,  then,  as  free  from  sla¬ 
very  as  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  ana  we  are  as 
much  bound  to  keep  that  people— wno  have  rid 
themselves  of  that  evil,  repudiated  ana  aoandoned 
that  system  of  injustice  and  oppression— from  being 
again  draped  into  it  against  their  will,  as  we 
would  be°to  keep  the  people  of  Minnesota  from 
being  forced  into  bondage  by  the  Staie  ot  1VH&- 

By  the  law  of  nations,  as  well  as  the  iaw  of  neces¬ 
sity,  the  people  of  any  country  who  are  transferred 


from  one  sovereignty  to  another,  remain  under  the 
law  that  has  governed  them  until  the  new  sovereign 
power  governs  them  by  laws  of  its  own,  passed  for 

V  the  rule  were  otherwise,  they  would 
be  Jeft  without  laws,  would,  in  fact,  not  be  riansfer- 
ied  at  all.  For  it  is  idle  to  say  a  people  belong  to  a 

Ef;hopare  under  no  law.  While  it  is  true  the 
aegis  of  the  Constitution  is  spread  overall  new  ac¬ 
quisitions,  it  is  equally  true  that  it  enacts  no  law  for 
the  government  of  the  people.  The  Constitution 
Thin  ,  f  6llC  -  justices,  or  a  civil  police. 

th^nhUn‘eSS  their  0  (1  ]aws  give  ^em  these  offices 
they  have  no  power  whatever  to  administer  justice! 

ny  of  the  highest  offences  even  are  onlv  crimes 
against  statutes,  and  not  at  common  Jaw.  In  truth 
1  am  not  aware  that  they  have  ever  adopted  the 
common  kw  in  Mexico  at  all.  Now,  sir,  will  any 
man  contend  that  every  statute  against  crime  in  all 

•m  nJh°Uro  ry  13  rc?ea]ed’  and  that  there  is  no  law  to 
punish  offences  there?  Such  a  proposition  would 

wellTtlTT  1  Vs  syfficienlt  t0  say  ^at  it  is  the 
well-settled  law  oi  nations,  that  a  conquered  peo- 

ple  remam  under  their  own  laws  till  they  are  su- 
teTsays^  ^y  tle  aws  op  ‘he  conquering  power.  Vat- 

..!!  A  Prince  taking  a  town  or  province  from  his  enemy 

tn  thpS  y  acffuire  over 't  the  same  rights  only  as  belonged 
to  ffie  sovere.gn  against  whom  he  had  taken  arms  ”  " 

Ihis  is  plainly  only  the  right  to  govern  by  law's  to 

in  Stench  thatpurpose’  and  until  th en  by  the  laws 

Camhnbeiia^e  wT  detdded  b7  Lord  Mansfield  in 
U  r^?pb®d  ®s-  Hall.  (1st  Cowper,  205.) 

ihe  fifth  point  decided  is,  “the  law's  of  a  con 
?onequdere°rn”ntry  COntinue  in  force  till  altered  by  the 

Cm/rfnfTt?  P?!n-  is\ai?ain  deoided  in  the  Supreme 

Companv  and  Stat^s>  *n  American  Insurance 
vmmpany  and  others  vs.  Canter.  (1st  Peters  542  j 
Chief  Justice  Marshall  says  •  ! 

altered  by 

12nihdoSan52SthTO  iS(tleCi?ed>  8lh  Whe“'0",  589; 

8th  do  444  dtis  h6-"’  Pe.ters’  712’  do.,  86 
?  do.,  444  465  ;  and  in  various  other  authorities 

that  ilL  7  nadf  Useof  this  argument  to  show 

mrions  ’  that3  °  her  cases’ js  subJ°ct  to  the  law  of 
nations;  that  every  part  of  our  conquests  from 

Mexico  remains  as  we  received  it— free— free  by  the 

law  of  natmns  free  by  the  law  that  governs  it  free 

actffin  i«eaty  that  fanted  h-  And,  sir,  so  far  as  my 

forever!  COncerned>  every  foot  of  it  shall  remain  free 

I  now'  come  to  my  third  proposition  that  the 
Texasls  ^  thlS  ^ty'six  ih°usand  square  miles  to 

THE  CONVERSION  OF  FREE  INTO  SL*VE  TER¬ 
RITORY. 

t  J  ,have  already  shown  that,  by  the  law  of  nations 
the  law  of  necessity,  the  history  of  this  country  and 
the  facts  in  this  case,  the  people  of  New  Mexico  are 

HlVn/*66  ’  ind  that  every  part  of  their  territory  is 

to  TeSt  iJtn°W  Pr°P°.se.  t0  ^ow,  that  to  grant  it 
exas,  is  to  convert  it  into  slave  territory  That 

freeVOct„eUnivthifnbil1;  *?  U  nr  is-  is  ‘° &,£*. 

iree  country;  to  vote  into  slavery  forever  a  mnnt™ 

larger  than  five  of  the  New  England  States  •  much 

larger  than  the  State  of  New  York-  b  ™  !’  ? 

when  as  thickly  settled  as  Massachusetts5  to  holcNn 

tbe,cha1"9  of  b™dag®  four  millions  of  men  women 
nd  children.  This,  sir,  is  the  measure,  and’these  are 

hShalSlUTtS  V  ?re  3Sk!id  t0  suPP°rt  and  secure. 

,  Sha11  1  vote  to  send  more  than  fifty  thousand 

[?Uojy.  mdes  of  free  territory  into  slavery  to  extend 
-e  Missouri  Compromise  near  two  hundred  miles 
•”di°  tax  th®  Pe°Pj?  of-  ‘he  free  States  ten  millions 
he  the  b?nefit  of  Texas  slavery?  Vote  to  pamper 
he  cupidity  of  a  State  that  has  already  cost  this 


country  thirty  thousand  lives,  and  more  than  a  h.,n 
dred  and  fifty  millions  of  dollars  f  No,  sir  never' 
While  reason  lasts,  while  one  principle  of  justice  re- 
ma.ns,  while  one  chord  of  human  sympathy  vibrates 
never— no,  sir,  never !  v  y  dies> 

It  is  claimed,  if  this  bill  passes,  it  will  be  instrn 
mental  of  the  admission  of  California.  Sir  there 

in  ?t°  l  it  *hi®  dec,aration*  If  ‘here  be  anything 
nit  Jet  California  pass  first.  She  has  been'  wait? 

and  f°ur  nin-G  montbs-  She  has  a  large  population 
nd  there  js  pressing  necessity  for  her  admission’ 

nnt  n0t  d!ceiv®  ourselves  nor  be  deceived.  There 
u  h  -n110  Southern  man,  not  one  propagandist 
W l  o  will  vote  for  the  admission  of  California  if  tffis 
bill  be  passed,  who  will  not  vote  for  it  any  way  Sir 

tends' ‘todo  sT  tht'rn  man  who  wil‘  he  i”’ 

onKS™  TOSe  a“d  Said’  he  COuld  show 
A? ™ you vote for <f 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  will  vote  for  California  if 

Mr®  SACKFTT  ^  m  °n  t0  slaVary  shal1  be  P^sed. 
Tfrliif  -  h  °h  yes“n  is  as  1  supposed 
If  California  can  be  made  the  pack-horse  to  grab 

for  Texas  and  slavery  more  than  fifty  thou¬ 
sand  square  miles  of  free  territory ,  to  extend  the 
Missouri  Compromise,  to  admit  New  Mexico  and 
Utah  without  the  Proviso,  and  to  secure  the  recog¬ 
nition  of  slavery  south  of  thirty-six  thirty  to  the 
Pacific  then,  sir,  and  not  till  then,  certain  gentle¬ 
men  will  vote  for  California.  Sir,  I  shall  make  no 
such  bargain  ;  I  shall  enter  into  no  such  contract  •  I 
am  for  no  such  consummation.  I  say  to  this  House 
to  the  country,  and  to  the  world,  as  much  as  I  am 
for  the  admission  of  California,  if  she  can  only  be 
admitted  on  such  terms  as  these— if  she  is  to  bere- 

m?dp  th83  frf®  Stat6’  ,and  kept  out  unless  she  is 
made  the  instrument  of  all  this  iniquity,  then,  sir 

lam  opposed  to  her  admission  ;  I  am  opposed  to  it 
forever—  *  conditions  I  am  opposed  to  it 

‘The  w'ages of  sin  is  death.’ 


I  seek  no  alliance  with  California,  or  any  other  por¬ 
tion  of  the  world,  at  (he  expense  of  human  rights 
Theft  vernal  embrace  of  States  that  trample  upon 
ie  slaughtered  liberty  of  others  is  a  brotherhood  so 
u  erly  repugnant  to  me,  that  no  power  could  induce 
me  to  give  it  my  support.  Le 

There  is  a  pressure  from  without  and  from  with 

oa’s S’ wM?  tha‘  is  us„an„™ch 

case..  V\  hat  is  the  meaning  of  all  this  2  The  npn 
pie  have  never  asked  it.  It  is  a  s  b  L'., 
never  been  submitted  to  their  Consideration  Cer- 
thSssPSSST^n,yoTeS8ed  wilh  h'^teon 

ft  •  /  ^  ^  ^  ^  thsoe  who  aro  so  arouspri  to 

ness  wffl? qUeftion’  ,et  me  say.  your  nervous¬ 
ness  will  never  induce  me  to  vote  into  slavery  a 

thereb  yaTdXinlmeS  "S  ,arge,  33  Massachusetts,  Ld 
thereby  aid  in  securing  to  that  institution  the  whole 

country  south  of  tlurty-six  thirty— a  country  lame 

who"!  UnioCn°n'ain  m°re  Slaves  than  are  n0w  in  ‘*e 

fromr’thefreeesff,heSe  ,‘rUths  10  Representative 
irirn  the  tiee  States— to  every  man  who  feels  that 

an  honest,  an  upright  constituency  is  looking  on 

i{  ‘  h  Telim  Pthaal  neVer  sl<lepSinthe  causeof  human- 

chain  s^of  hnnda  y°U  ab°Ut  t0  Vote  t0  bind  the 

If  so  rinfitb  TdTn0n  a  C0Un^ry  as  free  as  y°urs^ 
it  so,  do  it— I  shall  not  go  with  you.  The  unborn 

generations  of  parents  and  children,  fathers  and 

Mon’  Z!  lerS  3nd  dauihters>  of  ‘hat  immense  re- 
Snliri’  Tth  the  uP,ifted  bands  of  impre- 

S  cbki?"od„0lhemhe  CU,SeS  Of  G°d  “ 

al/nn^h11^3611117-33^  that  by  this  bill  we  save 
freedom  r°pfndirty*S1X  de^rees  thirty  minutes  to 

hv  thi^rGi Sntlemfen  TSt  not  ease  their  consciences 
,by  lhls  Pretence,  for  there  is  no  truth  in  it.  First 
because  Texas  never  owned  a  foot  of  country  with- 


four  hundred  miles  of  there ;  and  next,  because 
the  express  terms  of  the  resolutions  of  annexa- 
i,  slavery  can  never  exist  north  of  that  'line.  Ex¬ 
it  : 

In  such  States  as  may  be  formed  out  of  said  territory 
:li  of  said  Missouri  compromise  line,  slavery  *  * 
.1  be  prohibited. ” 

o  that  by  this  bill  nothing  is  gained  to  freedom, 
n  if  the  claim  of  Texas  was  valid.  But  for  an- 
?r  and  broader  reason,  there  is  nothing  (rained, 
as  never  had  any  claim  to  any  part  of  New 
dco.  In  annexing  Texas,  as  a  matter  of  course 
United  States  would  let  her  put  in  any  claim  to 
•tory,  or  even  pretended  claim  she  chose— the 
pact  expressly  reserving  to  the  United  States 
right  to  settle  all  questions  of  boundary  on  just 
proper  terms,  as  we  have  already  seen.  And, 
this  is  all  the  reason  why  anything  whatever  was 
pitted  in  the  resolutions  of  annexation  about 
New  Mexican  country. 

lis  bill  is  but  a  part  of  the  Missouri  Compro- 
■  project  of  the  propagandists  ;  and  it  is  well  the 
le  country  should  understand  the  length  and 
dth  of  that  plan.  Every  man  in  the  nation, 
is  in  favor  of  extending  slavery,  is  in  favor  of 
y-six  degrees  thirty  minutes.'  This  appears 
their  public-  prints,  their  resolutions,  and  their 
esses.  The  latter  part  of  the  eleventh  resoiu- 
of  the  Nashville  Convention,  on  this  subject, 

*  *  “  We  are  ready  to  acquiesce  in  the  adoption 

line  of  36  degrees  30  minutes  north  latitude  extended 
Pacific  ocean,  as  an  extreme  concession ,  upon  con- 
diou  of  what  is  due  to  the  stability  of  our  institu¬ 
te  the  resolutions  of  the  Southern  Congressional 
as  say  : 

•  Resolved ,  That  we  will  not  vote  for  the  admission 
ifornia,  unless  the  southern  boundary  be  restricted 
parallel  of  36  degrees  30  minutes  north  latitude.” 

light  introduce  proof  without  end  on  this  sub- 
but  it  is  unnecessary.  The  slaveholding  inter- 
>  for  the  Missouri  compromise,  and  nothing 

s  is  not  all.  It  is  all  that  appears  on  the  face 
ngs,  but  not  all  the  reality.  The  conquest  of 
io  and  the  subversion  of  her  freedom  is  part  of 
iavery  scheme.  All  this  could  be  easily  shown 
)ofs  the  most  ample.  And  now,  I  ask,  is  it 
>le  there  is  a  Northern  man  on  this  floor  will- 
aid  and  abet  a  plot  like  this,  by  extending  the 
uri  compromise  two  hundred  miles,  by  giving 
ias  (the  key  of  the  whole. plan)  more  than  ftf- 
usand  square  miles  of  free  territory ,  and  ten 
ns  in  money,  and  by  taxing  his  own  constitu- 

if  there  is  any  Northern  man  for  a  scheme 
his,  for  trampling  on  the  rights  of  the  North 
is,  let  the  people  understand  it,  let  the  press 
im  it;  let  the  world  know  who  are  ready  to 
p  the  freedom  of  New  Mexico  as  a  sacrifice 
power  of  bondage. 

:ere  is  no  necessity  for  this  law. 

he  hue  and  cry  about  the  necessity  for  this 
got  up— it  is  manufactured  by  Texas  bond- 
s;  it  is  stage  effect— there  is  no  reality  in  it. 
irumped  far  and  wide,  that  Texas  is  raising 
Ito  invade  New  Mexico.  Sir,  I  believe  this  to 
hout  foundation  from  beginningto  end.  New 
3,  as  was  supposed  by  the  Governor  of  Texas, 
l  out  to  organize  into  a  State,  had  established 
e  below  the  thirty-second  degree,  and  he  called 
gislature  of  his  State  together  to  consider  the 
liry  question  between  her  and  New  Mexico  ; 
is  to  issue  a  new  edition  of  customary  threats’ 

•  occupy  an  apparent  hostile  attitude."  This  is 
n  and  substance  of  the  whole  matter.  But 

t  as  ever  been — slavery  has  made  the  world 
ith  its  threats,  its  bravadoes,  and  its  blusters, 
oughfaceism  has  always  yielded  to  fancied 


5 

necessity,  to  manufactured  emergency,  and  granted 
to  the  aristocracy  of  slavery  all  its  demands. 

The  old  stale  stories  about  a  dissolution  of  the 
Union  are  re\amped  to  order,  and  lo  !  we  see  smns 
in  the  heavens  at  once.  VYe  are  to  buy  a  peace, 'by 
granting  all  slavery  asks — yes,  ten  times  as  much  as 
it  ever  thought  of  asking  when  we  first  came  to¬ 
gether. 

Sir,  the  uneasy  consciences  of  some  seem  to  seek 
a  vent  through  a  constant  whisper  about  the  House 
that  the  country  this  bill  cedes  to  slavery  is  poor— 
a  poor  country.  This  excuse  will  not  do.  I  deny 
the  fact  stated.  But  suppose  it  be  true:  New  Eng¬ 
land  is  the  poorest  soil  in  America.  Should  ft 
therefore,  be  a  slave  country  ?  Those  who  desire  to 
pass  this  bill  seem  to  have  a"  facility  to  make  a  coun¬ 
try  good  or  bad  at  pleasure.  They  transform  moun¬ 
tains  into  plains,  and  plains  into  deserts,  with  the 
ease  the  chameleon  changes  its  color,  or* the  snake 
its  skin. .  It  is  easy  to  say,  in  debate,  that  a  new 
c°unlry  is  a  poor  country.  I  remember  some  of 
the  old  geographies  described  the  western  prairies 
(the  richest  part  of  the  coutinent)  as  immense  plains 
or  deserts,  destitute  of  timber,  and  nearly  or  quite 
uninhabitable.  I  have  some  facts  in  regard  to  this 
country.  Le  Grande,  who  traversed  and  explored 
this  region  in  1833,  says  :  “This  country  is  natu¬ 
rally  fertile,  well  wooded,  and  with  a  fair  proportion 
of  water.” 

Humboldt  says— vol.  3,  page  260— “It  is  a  fertile 
territory,  and  contained,  in  1803,  about  forty  thou¬ 
sand  inhabitants.” 

Let  us  look  for  a  moment  at  the  history  of  our 
connection  with  Texas.  In  1846  we  took  her  into 
this  Union — a  w’eak,  feeble  people,  maintaining  a 
doubtful  independence— not  as  many,  sir,  in  num¬ 
bers,  by  at  least  ten  thousand,  as  I  represent  on  this 
floor.  We  gave  to  them  two  Representatives  in 
this  Hall,  and  two  Senators  in  the  other  wing  of  the 
Capitol.  We  did  for  them  what  we  have  dime  for 
no  other  State— gave  to  them  all  their  public  lands, 
amounting  to  at  least  a  hundred  millions  of  acres. 
By  the  express  terms  of  the  annexation,  we  refused 
to  receive  them  except  upon  condition  the  United 
States  should  never  be  liable  for  the  pavment  of  the 
debts  of  the  State. 

Resolution  — .  “  In  no  event  are  said  debts  and  liabilities 
to  be  a  burden  or  charge  upon  the  Government  of  the  Uni¬ 
ted  States.” 

As  a  consequence  of  annexation,  we  were  involved 
in  a  war  that  cost  thirty  thousand  lives  and  a  hun¬ 
dred  and  fifty  millions  of  dollars.  As  the  result  of 
the  war,  we  acquired,  by  treaty,  a  large  extent  of  ter¬ 
ritory,  and  among  it  the  very  territory  this  bill  cedes 
to  Texas.  Indeed,  the  very  mover  of  this  bill,  if  I 
rightly  remember,  stated  in  his  place,  that  Texas 
had  no  shadow  of  claim  to  any  part  of  New  Mex¬ 
ico.  Yes,  sir,  this  bill  not  only  grants  this  extent 
of  free  territory  to  Texas,  but  actually  pays  her  ten 
millions  besides  ;  and  all  the  pretence  for  it  is,  that 
the  people  thus  annexed,  thus  treated,  who  have 
thus  involved  the  nation,  threaten  resistance  to  the 
laws  if  the  territory  we  have  thus  conquered  is  not 
surrendered  to  them  ;  if  the  freedom  that  exists 
there  now  is  not  abandoned  to  the  curse  of  slavery. 

I  am  for  peace,  I  am  for  just  and  honorable  peace — 
am  for  the  equitable  settlement  of  all  disputes,  at 
all  times,  and  under  all  circumstances.  But  when 
arrogance  like  this— when  injustice  and  ingratitude 
like  this,  is  offered  to  the  people  of  this  country — 
when  resistance  to  the  execution  of  the  laws  is 
threatened,  and  the  just  rights  of  the  people  of  New 
Mexico  are  assailed  ;  for  one  I  would  offer  no  bribe 
to  the  actors  in  such  treasonable  projects,  no  bounty 
to  such  insubordination.  Such  was  not  the  treat¬ 
ment  that  President  Jackson  gave  to  nullification — 
such  is  not  the  treatment  that  is  wise,  or  that  is  rec- 
om mended  by  the  present  Executive. 

We  have  duties  to  perform,  not  only  to  the  present, 
but  to  the  future ;  "not  only  to  the  quiet  of  the  pres- 
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ent  hour,  but  to  that  national  honor  and  integrity 
that  is  the  only  guarantee  of  peace  hereafter.  The 
harmony  that  is  secured  at  the  expense  of  right  and 
justice,  of  the  liberti  s  of  any  part  ot  the  country,  is 
a  peace  more  dangerous  than  a  thousand  vaunting 
threats  ol  Texas.  Pursue  the  course  marked  out  by 
this  bill,  and  what  is  government  worth  ?  It  is  but 
the  prey  of  every  band  of  malcontents ;  the  subject 
of  every  plot ;  the  object  of  plunder  to  every  rebel 
league  that  can  cry  out  danger,  danger,  and  threaten 
the  violence  of  arms.  Under  such  a  system  no  man 
is  safe  in  his  life,  liberty,  or  property.  What  is  gov¬ 
ernment  to-day,  is  chaos  to-morrow.  This  bill,  sir, 
under  the  circumstances  in  which  it  appears,  is 
little  else  than  an  open  bid  for  treason  in  all  time  to 
come. 

I  am  thus  particular,  to  show  the  nature  of  the 
case  before  us,  not  that  there  is  the  least  difficulty 
to  be  apprehended.  There  is  not  now,  and  never 
has  been,  the  least  danger  of  even  an  attempted  dis¬ 
ruption  of  the  Union.  Slavery  can  bluster,  but  it 
wants  no  war.  “  Liberty  follows  the  sword.”  The 
South,  with  three  millions  of  slaves  ready  to  grasp 
at  every  chance  of  freedom,  is  the  last  country  on 
earth  that  would  seek  a  war.  They  have  generally 
had  a  war  of  words,  about  once  in  so  often,  since 
we  have  been  a  Government,  but  it  has  ended  there. 
Indeed,  such  a  war  has  always  been  sufficient  for 
their  purposes.  By  such  means  slavery  has  been 
spread  fourfold,  and  all  the  time  against  the  real  sen¬ 
timent  of  a  great  majority  of  the  American  people. 

There  is  not  one  question  between  Texas  and 
New  Mexico  that  has  not  arisen  again  and  again  in 
this  country.  It  is  a  simple  question  of  boundary. 
There  is  hardly  a  State  in  the  Union  that  has  not 
had  such  a  question.  Many  of  the  States  have  the 
same  questions  now.  Are  we  to  pay  ten  millions 
every  time  two  States  dispute  about  their  limits'? 
Shall  we  pay  tribute  to  determine  whether  a  strip 
of  country  shall  be  in  Indiana  or  Ohio,  Massachu¬ 
setts  or  Rhode  Island?  Was  a  proposition  ever 
more  absurd  ? 

There  is  the  most  ample  power  for  the  settlement 
of  all  such  questions  vested  in  the  departments  of 
the  Government,  vested  in  Congress,  and  we  ought 
to  settle  this  question,  settle  it  right ;  put  the  line 
of  Texas  where  it  belongs,  not  give  her  one  inch 
that  is  not  hers,  nor  take  an  inch  from  her,  unless 
by  purchase. 

Where,  then,  is  the  necessity,  or  the  right  even,  to 
surrender  the  public  lands,  and  to  tax  the  people  on 
such  a  question  as  this?  We  have  the  same  right 
to  levy  taxes  to  give  ten  millions  to  France,  with¬ 
out  a  cause,  as  to  Texas.  Sir,  1  believe  there  is 
more  evil  covered  by  this  bill,  than  by  any  that  has 
been  presented  since  we  were  a  Government;  and  I 
warn  this  House  and  the  country  against  entertain¬ 
ing  it  for  a  moment. 

This  measure  is  offensive  in  all  its  influences. 
It  is  openly  said  out  of  doors  that  the  ten  millions 
proposed  by  it  is  to  be  the  great  power  that  is 
to  pass  it.  I  make  no  charges  of  this  kind — I  but 
state  what  everybody  hears.  The  compromise  bill 
gave  forty  thousand  square  miles  more  to  freedom 
than  this.  It  contained  no  provision  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  ten  millions :  it  was  defeated.  Sir,  in  less 
than  ten  days  this  bill,  with  its  ten  millions  for  the 
Texas  bondholders,  and  the  stock  jobbers  in  Texas 
debts,  is  knocking  at  our  doors  for  immediate  pas¬ 
sage.  And,  sir,  part  of  the  public  press,  the  pub¬ 
lic  marts,  the  houses  of  the  money  changers,  and 
their  hirelings  that  hang  around  this  Capitol,  are 
made  to  resound  with  one  voice  in  its  favor — are 
impatient  for  the  sacrifice.  I  trust  they  will  be 
disappointed. 

I  now  come  to  another  part  of  the  subject.  We 
are  told  that  this  bill  is  an  Administration  measure. 
Sir,  I  deny,  utterly  deny,  this  charge,  and  I  challenge 
the  proof.  The  present  Executive  of  this  nation  in 
favor  of  surrendering  into  everlasting  bondage  a 
country  larger  than  his  native  State — a  country  ca¬ 


pable  of  containing  more  population  than  Ne 
York  !  Sir,  I  deny  it,  and  I  read  his  own  messa, 
in  proof  of  that  denial  : 

“  If  the  claim  of  title  on  the  part  of  Texas  appears 
Congress  to  be  well  founded,  in  whole  or  in  part,  it  is 
the  competency  of  Congress  to  offer  her  an  indemnity  I 
the  surrender  of  that  claim.” 

Here,  sir,  is  the  recommendation  of  the  Exec 
tive,  and  the  whole  of  it.  Do  the  suggestions  co 
tained  in  this  single  sentence  indicate,  in  the  i 
motest  degree,  that  President  Fillmore  entevtai 
a  favorable  thought  towards  such  a  bill  as  this?  K 
only  suggestion  is,  that  we  may  offer  an  indemni 
to  Texas  for  a  “  well-founded  claim” — not  for 
pretended  one,  or  for  territory  to  which  she  h 
no  claim  at  all,  as  is  provided  by  this  bill.  I  re 
further,  from  the  same  message,  to  show,  and 
show',  as  I  think,  conclusively,  that  the  Preside 
well  knew,  when  he  wrote  that  message,  that  Tex 
had  no  claim  to  any  part  of  the  country  granted 
this  bill : 

“  Iu  the  letter  to  the  Governor  of  Texas,  my  reasons  a 
given  for  believing  that  New  Mexico  is  now  a  Territory 
the  United  States,  with  the  same  extent  and  the  sai 
boundaries  which  belonged  to  it  while  in  ihe  actual  poss 
sion  of  the  Republic  of  Mexico,  and  before  the  late  w 
In  the  early  part  of  that  war,  both  California  and  N 
Mexico  were  conquered  by  the  arms  of  the  United  States,  a 
were  in  the  military  possession  of  the  United  States 
the  date  of  the  treaty  of  peace. 

“  By  that  treaty,  the  title  by  conquest  was  confirmed,? 
these  territories,  provinces,  or  departments,  separated  fr 
Mexico  forever.” 

That  every  inch  of  country  granted  by  this  1 
lying  north  of  the  old  line  of  32  degrees  is  a  part 
New  Mexico,  is  too  well  known  to  admit  of  doi 
or  require  proof.  But  the  same  message  so 
gards  it  in  express  terms.  It  says  : 

“  It  is  plain,  therefore,  on  the  face  of  those  treaty  sti 
lations,  that  all  Mexicans  established  in  Territories  noi 
or  east  of  the  line  of  demarcation,  come  within  the  f 
tection  of  the  9th  article.” 

Now,  the  “  line  of  demarcation,”  by  expr 
terms,  is  the  “  southern  boundary  of  New  M 
ico,”  and  is  at  a  point  on  the  Rio  Grande  bel 
the  32d  degree.  And  still,  sir,  in  the  face  of 
this,  certain  gentlemen  have  arisen  on  this  fl 
and  affirmed  this  to  be  an  Administration  measi 
Was  anything  ever  more  preposterous  ? 

It  is  true  the  Executive  is  in  favor  of  the  set 
ment  of  this  boundary;  and  who  is  not?  I  wc 
do  much  to  accomplish  so  desirable  an  object, 
would  act  with  liberality,  but  with  justice,  in 
adjustment.  The  President  has  indicated  to 
terms  of  settlement,  in  his  judgment,  right 
honorable.  But,  sir,  as  I  have  shown  by  his  n 
sage,  he  regards  every  part  of  the  country  grar 
by  this  bill  as  now  belonging  to  the  United  Sta 
He  is  first  pledged  to  the  protection  of  New  JM 
ico  at  all  hazards,  and  in  every  contingency, 
this  is  the  great  point  of  his  communication, 
rest  is  merely  suggestive. 

Now,  sir,  I  agree  with  him,  if  we  could  acc* 
plish  so  desirable  an  object  as  the  settlemen 
this  boundary  by  the  purchase  of  any  part  T< 
owns  by  “  well-founded  claim,”  we  have  the  po 
to  do  so.  And  I  agree,  further,  that  the  inducen 
to  every  lover  of  freedom  to  purchase  out  of  sla1 
any  part  of  our  country  would  be  great  ind 
While  such  a  course  would  be  in  harmony  \ 
every  act  of  tire  past  life  of  the  Executive,  the  co 
charged  upon  him,  as  being  a  supporter  of  this 
would  libel  his  whole  history.  No,  sir,  there 
been  nothing  in  his  course  that  justifies  this  cha 
and  there  is  nothing  in  his  heart  to  verify  the  t 
of  the  accusation. 

As  much  as  I  am  in  favor  of  the  settlement  of 
boundary  question,  I  am  only  in  favor  of  it  upon 
and  fair  principles.  I  shall  act  under  the  influ* 
of  no  manufactured  bluster  or  imaginary  dan' 

I  shall  only  act  in  such  a  way  as  I  believe  wil 
dound  to  the  benefit  of  freedom — not  of  slavery 
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all  be  strength  and  security  to  liberty — not  to  bond- 
e.  While  the  advocates  of  this  bill  would  even  tax 
eir  constituents  to  enlarge  the  area  and  increase 
e  power  of  slavery,  I  would  tax,  if  tax  at  all,  to 
.large  the  bounds  and  swell  the  power  of  freedom — 
limit  the  extent  and  weaken  the  influence  of  servi¬ 
ce.  While  they  would,  under  the  specious  cry  of 
jace  and  concord,  enlarge  a  slave  State  more  than 
ly  thousand  square  miles ,  and  pay  for  the  support 
'  slavery  ten  millions  of  dollars,  I  would  lay  the 
undation  of  enduring  peace  and  harmony  by  the 
Aden  rule  of  justice,  exact  justice,  in  the  settlement 
;  the  limits  of  Texas.  If  I  would  pay  anything, 
would  pay  it  to  buy  the  soil  of  bondage — to  break 
le  chains  of  the  bondman.  And  this,  sir,  wouid  be 
;ting  in  harmony  with  the  spirit  of  the  Executive 
(commendation  before  us. 

I  repel  the  charge  that  this  bill  is  an  Adminis- 
ation  measure,  for  another  reason.  It  assumes, 

I  the  most  odious  form,  the  payment  of  State  debts — 
(vivifies  that  old  exploded  doctrine  in  all  its  fear- 

II  strength  and  power.  Sir,  there  is  not  a  mein- 
er  of  the  Administration  who  ever  held,  for  a  mo- 
lent,  to  that  dangerous  faith.  Pay  the  debts  of 
’exas  !  Why,  she  came  into  the  Union  upon  the  ex- 
ress  condition,  that  this  Government  should  never 
ecome  liable  for  the  payment  of  her  debts.  She 
etained  her  public  lands  for  that  very  purpose.  And 
^hat  has  she  done,  since  the  came  into  the  Union, 
nat  my  constituents  are  to  be  taxed  for  her  benefit  7 
s  she  so  entitled  to  the  gratitude  of  this  nation, 
iver  all  the  rest  of  the  States,  that  the  tax-gatherer 
5  to  be  sent  among  us  to  foster  her  interests  and 
:er  “  peculiar  institution” — to  give  to  her  the  means 
or  a  further  exhibition  of  insubordination  and  re¬ 
sistance  to  the  laws  7  Sir,  no  man  can  point  to  a  let- 
er  or  line  of  the  President  encouraging  such  an 
dea. 

This  bill  is,  in  the  broadest  sense,  of  the  char¬ 
acter  I  have  been  stating.  Extract  of  the  bill : 

“The  following  propositions  shall  be,  and  the  same 
aereby  are,  offered  to  the  State  of  Texas.”  (The  first  and 
;econd  offer  is  as  to  boundary  and  territory.) 

“Third.  The  State  of  Texas  relinquishes  all  claim  upon 
;he  United  States  for  liability  for  the  debts  of  Texas,”  &c. 

“Fourth.  The  United  States,  in  consideration  of  *  *  * 
and  relinquishment  of  claims,  will  pay  to  the  State  of  Texas 
jthe  sum  of  ten  millions.” 

Here,  then,  is  the  assumption  of  the  debts  of 
Texas  that  we  positively  refused  to  pay  at  the  time 
of  annexation. 

The  creditors  of  Texas  have  no  claims  on  us. 
When  men  deal  with  nations,  they  deal  subject  to 
all  the  contingencies  of  nations.  It  might  as  well 
be  said  we  incurred  the  moral  obligation  to  pay 
the  debts  of  France  by  the  purchase  of  Louisiana, 
whereby  we  greatly  diminished  her  resources  and 
means  of  payment.  We  gave  much  more  to  the 
creditors  of  Texas  by  the  alliance  with  her  than  we 
took  away.  Her  annexation  put  her  vast  domain, 
pledged  as  their  security,  under  the  protection  of  a 
■strong  and  stable  Government.  We  only  took  away 
her  duties  on  imports,  which,  if  she  had  not  been  a 
free-trade  Government,  (as  she  surely  would  have 
been,)  would  never  have  one-half  supported  her  ar¬ 
my  and  her  navy ;  would  not  to  this  day  have  de¬ 
fended  her  frontier.  What  security,  then,  did  we 
take  away!  The  answer  is  plain — we  took  none  at 
ail.  We  now7  give  to  her  an  army  to  defend  her 
borders,  and  a  navy  for  her  seaboard.  In  short,  she 
costs  the  Government  more  than  a  million  a  year, 
and  her  gross  income  from  customs  would  have  been, 
at  most,  not  more  than  two  hundred  and  fifty  thou¬ 
sand  dollars.  Thus  stands  the  amount  in  equity. 
Now,  sir,  in  the  face  of  these  facts,  let  gentlemen 
vote  to  tax  their  constituents  for  the  benefit  of 
stock-jobbers  in  Texas  debts,  if  they  will ;  I  wall 
not. 

Though  I  would  be  far,  very  far  from  maintaining 
the  doctrine  of  paying  State  debts  in  any  case,  but  if 
gentlemen  are  determined  this  Government  shall  pay 


the  debts  of  the  States,  let  them  begin  with  the 
debts  that  have  originated  in  public  works  beneficial 
to  the  country.  New  Y ork  has  a  debt  of  something 
over  twenty  millions  that  arose  almost  entirely  from 
the  construction  of  her  public  works,  her  Erie 
canal  and  other  magnificent  works  of  internal  im¬ 
provement — works  that  eneich  every  farmer  in  the 
northwestern  valley  of  the  Mississippi,  that  add  to 
the  price  of  every  bushel  of  wheat  raise i  in  the  old 
northwest  territory.  Though,  sir,  I  would  oppose 
the  national  assumption  of  this  debt  to  the  utmost, 
if  gentlemen  are  so  flippant  with  ten  millions  for 
Texas,  I  hope  at  least  they  wall  give  some  reason 
why  they  should  not  pay  all  the  debts  of  the  States — 
pay  at  least  the  debts  of  higher  merit  than  those 
they  propose  to  pay. 

The  nation  owes  a  debt  now  of  about  seventy 
millions.  Our  expenditures  for  the  current  year 
will  exceed  our  income,  according  to  the  estimate 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  by  at  least  fifteen 
millions.  There  has  not  been  a  dollar  laid  out  upon 
the  harbors  of  our  lakes,  or  to  improve  the  navigation 
of  our  rivers,  for  years.  Our  inland  commerce  is  at 
the  mercy  of  the  winds  and  the  waves.  Our  vessels 
are  lost  on  shoals,  bars,  and  snags.  The  lives  of  our 
mariners  are  subject  to  the  perils  of  their  pursuit, 
without  the  ordinary  safeguards  we  ought  to  afford. 
Not  a  dollar  is  yet  appropriated  to  all  these  wants, 
and  still  some  of  the  members  of  this  House,  even 
some  of  the  Northern  members,  seem  ready  to 
respond  to  the  first  word  of  Texas,  with  an  offer  to 
incur  a  further  debt  of  ten  millions,  to  appease  her 
dreedful  anger,  or  rather  to  choke  off  her  bond¬ 
holders  from  around  the  halls  of  legislation. 

Sir,  we  are  told  the  President  has  no  power  to  use 
the  army  and  navy  to  put  down  resistance  to  the 
laws — to  prevent  Texas  from  invading  one  of  the 
Territories  of  the  United  Stales.  This  doctrine 
has  been  most  strenuously  urged  by  several  South¬ 
ern  members.  The  Constitution  on  this  subject, 
is  as  follow's  : 

“  The  Executive  power  shall  be  vested  in  the  President 
of  the  United  States.” 

******** 

“  The  President  shall  be  commander-in-chief  of  the  army 
and  navy  of  the  United  States,  and  of  the  militia  ef  the  sev¬ 
eral  States,  when  called  into  the  actual  service  of  the  Uni¬ 
ted  States.” 

In  1795  Congress  passed  a  law  to  carry  out  the 
Constitution,  from  which  the  following  is  an  ex¬ 
tract  : 

“  Seo.  2.  And  be  it  further  enacted ,  Thfct  whenever  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  shall  be  opposed,  or  the  execu¬ 
tion  thereof  obstructed,  in  any  State,  by  combinations  too 
powerful  to  be  suppressed  by  the  ordinary  course  of  judicial 
proceedings,  or  by  the  powers  vested  in  the  marshals  by 
this  act,  *  ’  *  *  ’  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Presi¬ 

dent  of  the  United  States  to  call  forth  the  militia  of  such 
State  to  suppress  such  combinations,  and  to  cause  the 

LAWS  TO  BE  DULY  EXECUTED.” 

In  1807  a  law  was  passed  amending  the  act  of 
1795,  so  as  to  include  the  army  and  navy,  as  well 
as  the  militia  of  the  States,  and  so  as  to  bring  the 
Territories  under  its  operation. 

Under  the  Constitution  and  these  laws,  the  Pres¬ 
ident  says : 

“The  grave  and  important  question  now  arises,  whether 
there  be  in  the  Territory  of  New  Mexico  any  existing  law 
of  the  United  States,  opposition  to  which,  or  the  obstruction 
of  which,  would  constitute  a  case  calling  for  the  interposi¬ 
tion  of  the  authority  vested  in  the  President. 

“The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  declares  that 
‘this  Constitution,  and  the  laws  of  the  United  States  which 
shall  be  made  in  pursuance  thereof,  and  all  the  treaties 
made,  or  which  shall  be  made,  under  the  authority  of  the 
United  Srates.  shall  be  the  supreme  law  of  the  land.’  If, 
therefore,  New  Mexico  be  a  Territory  of  the  United  States, 
and  if  any  treaty  stipulation  be  in  force  therein,  such  treaty 
stipulation  is  the  supreme  law  of  the  land,  and  is  to  be 
maintained  and  upheld  accordingly.” 

******** 

“  These  several  enactments  are  now  in  full  force ;  so  that, 
if  the  laws  of  the  United  States  are  opposed  or  obstructed, 
in  any  State  or  Territory,  by  combinations  too  powerful  to 
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be  suppressed  by  the  judicial  or  civil  authorities,  it  becomes 
a  case  in  which  it  is  the  duty  of  the  President  either  to  call 
out  the  militia  or  to  employ  the  military  and  naval  force  of 
the  United  States,  or  to  do  both,  it,  in  his  judgment,  the 
exigency  of  the  occasion  shall  so  require,  for  the  purpose 
of  suppressing  such  combinations.  The  constitutional  duty 
of  the  President  is  plain  and  peremptory,  and  the  authority 
vested  in  him  by  law  for  its  performance  clear  and  ample.” 

The  obligations  of  the  treaty  with  Mexico  are  now 
in  full  force,  and  the  Executive  is  bound  to  see  them 
executed.  Still,  in  the  face  of  all  this,  it  is  ear¬ 
nestly  contended  the  President  has  no  right  to  exe- 
ecute  the  powers  vested  in  him  by  those  laws,  the 
Constitution,  and  the  treaty. 

What  was  the  object  of  the  constitutional  pro¬ 
vision,  and  what  was  the  object  of  these  law’s? 
Was  it  not  plainly  to  put  into  the  hands  of  the  Pres- 
dent  the  power  to  restrain  disorder,  prevent  resist¬ 
ance,  and  put  a  stop  to  any  armed  oppositiou  to  the 
laws?  It  is  his  duty  to  suppress  combinations  to 
oppose,  as  well  as  combinations  to  prevent  the 
execution  of  the  laws.  He  has  no  right  to  wait,  in 
the  due  execution  of  his  duty,  till  the  laws  are  vio¬ 
lated  and  arrested  in  their  operations.  He  is  to  sup¬ 
press  combinations  to  oppose  the  laws.  What  is  a 
combination  to  oppose  the  law?  It  is  clearly  any 
combination  having  for  its  object  resistance  to  exist¬ 
ing  law.  Suppose  ten  thousand  men,  in  the  city 
of  New  York,  should  organize  and  arm  them¬ 
selves  avowedly  against  the  execution  of  the  reve¬ 
nue  laws  :  would  the  President  be  compelled  to 
wait  till  they  had  torn  down  the  custom-house  and 
public  stores,  destroyed  the  public  property,  and 
stopped  the  business  of  the  port?  I  think  there 
are  few  men  in  the  country  who  would  not  say 
such  a  doctrine  is  an  absurdity. 

It  is  plain,  therefore,  the  President  has  usurped 
no  powers,  but  it  is  the  plain  line  of  his  duty.  It 
would  be  a  gross  neglect  of  duty  to  abandon  the 
people  of  one  of  the  Territories  of  this  Union  to  the 
rapacity  of  invasion — to  permit  the  laws  to  be 
trampled  under  foot,  their  execution  defeated,  and 
our  citizens  seized  and  carried  into  captivity  for 
trial,  by  laws  to  which  they  have  never  been  sub¬ 
ject.  Sir,  there  is  not  a  man  in  the  nation  but  should 
honor  the  firmness,  the  fidelity,  and  the  promptness 
of  the  President  in  this  matt  r.  The  great  body 
of  the  American  people  will  do  so,  without  distinc¬ 
tion  of  party.  The  responses  of  the  public  voice 
begin  already  to  be  heard  from  every  part  of  the 
Union,  and  they  fully  justify  what  I  have  said. 

With  the  details  of  this  bill,  this,  to  me,  most 
unmanly  measure,  I  am  done.  Of  its  general  pur¬ 
pose  and  objects  I  have  a  few  more  words  to  say. 

It  is  intended  as  a  measure  of  strength  and  security 


to  slavery.  One  of  its  main  objects  is  to  extend  the 
Missouri  compromise  line  ;  and  another  object  is  to 
take  away  from  New  Mexico  what  rightfully  belongs 
to  her,  because  she  has  declared  in  favor  of  the  pro 
hibitior.  of  slavery,  and  to  give  it  to  Texas,  because 
she  is  now,  and  will  continue  to  be.  one  of  the  crreat 
slave  markets  of  the  nation.  Because  it  is  impor¬ 
tant  to  the  slave  interest  to  strengthen  slavery  in 
that  section  of  the  Union,  with  the  view,  long  enter¬ 
tained  at  the  South,  of  the  ultimate  conquest  and 
conversion  of  Mexico  to  slavery. 

Another  of  the  leading  objects* of  this  bill  is  to 
perpetuate  the  greatest  evil  under  which  we  now 
suffer — the  rule  and  dominion  of  the  slave  power 
in  the  counsels  of  the  nation.  With  the  Missouri 
compromise  broken  up— with  the  doctrine  firmly 
maintained,  “  No  more  slave  States,  no  more  slave 
territory,”  and  the  fate  of  that  fearful,  that  revolting 
institution  is  sealed. 

What,  then,  is  our  duty  in  a  crisis  like  this?  What 
are  the  Representatives  of  more  than  fifteen  mil¬ 
lions  of  the  freemen  of  this  nation  to  do  ?  Are  they 
to  abandon  all  that  is  right,  all  that  is  duty  ?  Shail 
they  take  the  chains,  forged  to  bind  generations  of 
men,  women,  and  children,  yet  unborn,  in  their  own 
hands,  and  encircle  the  land  of  freedom,  and  say  to 
the  lords  of  slavery,  here  is  our  offering,  here  is  our 
sacrifice  to  appease  your  rapacity,  to  satisfy  the 
baseless  claim  of  Texas? 

Sir,  we  owe  a  duty  to  our  country,  to  the  world, 
to  humanity.  We  are  clothed  with  solemn  respon¬ 
sibilities;  and  before  God,  1  believe,  of  all  the  duties 
devolved  upon  us,  our  highest  at  this  time  is  firm¬ 
ness — unshaken,  unwavering  firmness  in  the  cause 
of  freedom.  The  eyes  of  the  world  are  upon  us. 
History  will  record  our  acts.  Shall  we  fill  that  page 
of  history  with  the  tears,  the  woes,  the  crimes,  the 
sins  of  slavery?— or  shalljthe  impartial  page  point 
to  our  fidelity  as  the  morning  light  that  broke  for¬ 
ever  that  dark  night  of  slavery  that  hangs  over  and 
around  us,  as  a  threatening  cloud  ?  The  responsi¬ 
bility  is  upon  us;  we  cannot  shake  it  off  if  we 
would;  I  would  not  if  I  could. 

Sir,  for  one,  I  am  resolved  to  do  my  duty.  I 
shall  maintain,  in  all  its  strength,  in  all  its 
vigor,  the  faith,  the  doctrines,  the  principles,  with 
which  I  began.  I  am  for  “no  more  slave  States, 
no  slave  territory;”  for  the  Wilmot  Proviso; 
for  the  absolute  prohibition  of  slavery  in  every 
part  of  our  national  territory;  for  the  aboli¬ 
tion  of  slavery  and  the  slave  trade  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  ;  in  short,  for  putting  a  stop,  now 
and  forever,  to  the  further  extension  of  slavery  in 
this  nation. 


